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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 17 and 23 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
linking "and" after the penultimate element's semicolon but before the last claim element 
is missing. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claims 18 and 24 are objected to because of the following informalities: a claim 
must end with a period not a semicolon. Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claims 22 and 23 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
phrase "radially outwardly" should be corrected to "radially outward" to be grammatically 
correct. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

6. Regarding claim 15, claim 15 recites the limitation "the cover" in line 4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The term cover may refer to 
two separate covers and therefore applicant has not clearly stated which cover the 

claim language refers. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described In a printed publication In this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent In the United 
states. 

2. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 5,263,343 to Lee. 

3. Lee teaches a washing machine (Fig. 1 , part 1 ; col. 2, II. 53-55) comprising a 
laundry tub (water container body. Fig. 1, part 2; col. 2, II. 58-61) having a rear wall 
(cylindrical plate, Fig. 1 , part 21 ; col. 3, II. 1-3) with a first facing surface and a laundry 
driving system (gear box. Fig. 1, part 5A; col. 2, II. 61-64) located therein, that can be 
driven from outside the tub by a disk-shaped drive element (motor. Fig. 1 , part 5; col. 2, 
II. 61-64) having a second facing surface, the first and second facing surfaces facing 
one another, wherein at least one of the first and second facing surfaces has a surface 
structure (projecting ribs. Fig. 1, part 22; col. 3, II. 1-3) and a cover (insulating panel 
component, Fig. 1, part 23; col. 3, II. 34-37) disposed over the surface structure 
homogenizing the surface structure and providing a substantially flat disc-shaped 
surface. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1 0, 1 7, 1 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,263,343 to Lee in view of Japanese Patent 
Application Publication No. JP07035220A to Masaki. 

4. Regarding claim 10, Lee is relied upon as above in claim 9. Lee teaches a 
washing machine (Fig. 1 , part 1 ; col. 2, II. 53-55) further comprising a pulley (see Fig. 1 , 
part 5A, the gear box has a pulley) serving as a drive element comprising a rim (Fig. 1 , 
part 5A, the pulley has a rim guiding the belt) which guides the belt. Lee does not teach 
that the pulley includes a number of spokes connecting the hub to the rim and that the 
spokes are provided with a cover over the second facing surface having a substantially 
flat disc-shaped surface. 
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5. Masaki teaches a pulley (Fig. 1, part 10) with spokes (arm, Fig. 2, part 12) 
connecting the hub (boss, Fig. 2, part 1 1) to the rim (Fig. 2, part 13) and that the spokes 
are provided with a cover (pulley cover. Fig. 1 , part 15) having a substantially flat disc- 
shaped surface aiding in noise reduction (Derwent Abstract, Purpose section, II. 1-2). 

6. Because both Lee and Masaki teach pulleys serving as drive elements, it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to substitute one 
pulley for the other to achieve the predictable result of driving the washing machine. 

7. Regarding claim 17, Lee teaches a washing machine (Fig. 1, part 1; col. 2, II. 53- 
55) comprising a tub (water container body. Fig. 1, part 2; col. 2, II. 58-61) including a 
rear wall (cylindrical plate. Fig. 1, part 21; col. 3, II. 1-3) having a hub (see Fig. 1, near 
part 5A); a drum (washing tank, Fig.1, part 3; col. 2, II. 55-58 and 61-64) disposed within 
the tub and mounted for rotation with respect to the tub; a pulley (see Fig. 1 , part 5A, 
the gear box has a pulley) disposed adjacent the rear wall and driving the drum and 
having a pulley hub and a rim (Fig. 1, part 5A, the pulley has a hub and a rim guiding 
the belt). Lee does not teach that the pulley has multiple spokes extending between the 
pulley hub and rim and a cover mounted on the pulley covering the spokes and 
providing a substantially flat disc-shaped surface facing the rear wall. 

8. Masaki teaches a pulley (Fig. 1 , part 1 0) with multiple spokes (arm. Fig. 2, part 
12) connecting the hub (boss. Fig. 2, part 1 1) to the rim (Fig. 2, part 13) and a cover 
(pulley cover. Fig. 1, part 15) mounted on the pulley covering the spokes and providing 
a substantially flat disc-shaped surface aiding in noise reduction (Derwent Abstract, 
Purpose section, II. 1-2). 
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9. Because both Lee and Masaki teach pulleys serving as drive elements, it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to substitute one 
pulley for the other to achieve the predictable result of driving the washing machine. 

10. Regarding claim 18, Lee teaches a washing machine comprising a shaft (see 
Fig. 1 , attached to part 5A) extending through the hub of the tub and connecting the 
pulley and the drum to one another (Fig. 1, part 5A), the drum and shaft rotating in 
response to rotation of the pulley (see Fig. 1 , parts 5 and 5A). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 20, Lee teaches that the cover may be mounted by the use of 
an adhesive (adhesive, col. 3, II. 34-37). 

12. Claims 11-14 and 23-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,263,343 to Lee in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,807,700 to Panther et al. 

13. Regarding claim 11, Lee is relied upon as above in claim 9. Lee teaches that the 
tub includes spoke-like reinforcements (ribs. Fig. 1, part 22; col. 3, II. 1-6) obtained from 
a meander-shaped folding of the base wall. Lee teaches a cover (insulating panel 
component. Fig. 1, part 23; col. 3, II. 34-37) for sound deadening (col. 2, II. 23-30), but 
does not teach a substantially flat disc-shaped cover being disposed over the spoke like 
reinforcements. 

14. Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1, II. 6-10) that 
may be dimensioned to the laundry tub (providing a substantially flat disc-shaped cover) 
in which it fits (col. 3, II. 66-67; col. 4, II. 1) in order to reduce sound (col. 1, II. 6-10). 
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15. Because both Lee and Panther et al. teach acoustical laundry covers, it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to substitute one 
cover for the other to achieve the predictable result of deadening sound coming from 
the washing machine. 

16. Regarding claims 12 and 13, Lee is relied upon as above in claim 9. Lee 
teaches a cover (insulating panel component. Fig. 1, part 23; col. 3, II. 34-37) for sound 
deadening (col. 2, II. 23-30). Lee does not teach that the cover includes a film or that 
the film is a highly flexible plastic film. 

17. Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1, II. 6-10) that 
may be dimensioned to the laundry tub in which it fits (col. 3, II. 66-67; col. 4, II. 1) and 
the cover may be a flexible plastic (col. 2, II. 4-8) film (the word film is not defined in the 
specification of the present application and is therefore interpreted as a thin covering). 

18. Because both Lee and Panther et al. teach sound deadening laundry covers, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
substitute one cover for the other to achieve the predictable result of deadening sound 
coming from the washing machine. 

19. Regarding claim 14, Lee teaches that the cover may be attached by the use of 
the mechanical means of pressing the cover into the structure of the washing tub (col. 3, 
II. 42-48) thereby creating a pressure fit. 

20. Regarding claim 23, Lee teaches a washing machine (Fig. 1 , part 1 ; col. 2, II. 53- 
55) comprising a tub (water container body. Fig. 1, part 2; col. 2, II. 58-61) including a 
rear wall (cylindrical plate. Fig. 1, part 21; col. 3, II. 1-3) having a hub (see Fig. 1, near 
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part 5A), multiple spoke-like reinforcements (ribs, Fig. 1, part 22; col. 3, II. 1-6) 
extending radially outwardly from the hub, and cavities (see Fig. 1 , adjacent to part 22) 
formed between the spoke-like reinforcements; a drum (washing tank, Fig.1, part 3; col. 

2, II. 55-58 and 61-64) disposed within the tub and mounted for rotation with respect to 
the tub; a pulley (see Fig. 1 , part 5A, the gear box has a pulley) disposed adjacent the 
rear wall and driving the drum; a cover (insulating panel component, Fig. 1, part 23; col. 

3, II. 34-37) mounted on the tub. Lee does not teach that the cover is mounted to cover 
the spoke-like reinforcements of the rear wall and provide a substantially flat disc- 
shaped surface facing the pulley. 

21 . Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1 , II. 6-1 0) that 
may be dimensioned to the laundry tub (providing a substantially flat disc-shaped cover 
and covering the spoke-like reinforcements) in which it fits (col. 3, II. 66-67; col. 4, II. 1) 
in order to reduce sound (col. 1 , II. 6-10). 

22. Because both Lee and Panther et al. teach acoustical laundry covers, it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to substitute one 
cover for the other to achieve the predictable result of deadening sound coming from 
the washing machine. 

23. Regarding claim 24, Lee teaches a washing machine comprising a shaft (see 
Fig. 1 , attached to part 5A) extending through the hub of the tub and connecting the 
pulley and the drum to one another (Fig. 1, part 5A), the drum and shaft rotating in 
response to rotation of the pulley (see Fig. 1 , parts 5 and 5A). 
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24. Regarding claim 25, Lee in view of Panther et al. is relied upon as above in claim 
23. Lee does not teach that the cover includes a flexible plastic film material. 

25. Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1, II. 6-10) that 
may be dimensioned to the laundry tub in which it fits (col. 3, II. 66-67; col. 4, II. 1) and 
the cover may be a flexible plastic (col. 2, II. 4-8) film (the word film is not defined in the 
specification of the present application and is therefore Interpreted as a thin covering). 

26. Because both Lee and Panther et al. teach sound deadening laundry covers, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
substitute one cover for the other to achieve the predictable result of deadening sound 
coming from the washing machine. 

27. Regarding claim 26, Lee also teaches that the cover may be attached to the rear 
wall (cylindrical plate. Fig. 1, part 21; col. 3, II. 1-3) by the use of glue (adhesive, col. 3, 
II. 34-37). 

28. Regarding claim 27, in view of Panther et al. is relied upon as above in claim 23. 
Lee does not teach that the cover is mounted with a mechanical fastener. 

29. Panther et al. teaches that a washing machine may have a (col. 1 , II. 6-10) sound 
deadening laundry cover (blanket, col. 1, II. 6-10) with mechanical fasteners (col. 4, II. 
44-49) in order to attach the cover to the washing machine and prevent sagging of the 
cover (col. 4, II. 50-57). 

30. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the cover of Lee with the mechanical fasteners of Panther et 
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al. in order to attach tine cover to tine wasliing macliine and prevent sagging of tine 
cover. 

31 . Claims 1 5, 1 6, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,263,343 to Lee in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,807,700 to Panther et al. in view of Japanese Patent Application Publication No. 
JP07035220A to Masaki. 

32. Regarding claim 15, Lee in view of Panther et al. is relied upon as above in claim 
1 1 . Lee teaches a washing machine (Fig. 1 , part 1 ; col. 2, II. 53-55) further comprising a 
pulley (see Fig. 1 , part 5A, the gear box has a pulley) serving as a drive element 
comprising a rim (Fig. 1, part 5A, the pulley has a hm guiding the belt) which guides the 
belt. Lee also teaches that the cover may be attached to the rear wall (cylindrical plate, 
Fig. 1, part 21; col. 3, II. 1-3) by the use of glue (adhesive, col. 3, II. 34-37). Lee teaches 
a cover (insulating panel component. Fig. 1, part 23; col. 3, II. 34-37) for sound 
deadening (col. 2, II. 23-30). Lee does not teach that the cover includes a film. 

33. Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1 , II. 6-1 0) that 
may be dimensioned to the laundry tub in which it fits (col. 3, II. 66-67; col. 4, II. 1) and 
the cover may be a flexible plastic (col. 2, II. 4-8) film (the word film is not defined in the 
specification of the present application and is therefore interpreted as a thin covering). 

34. Because both Lee and Panther et al. teach sound deadening laundry covers, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
substitute one cover for the other to achieve the predictable result of deadening sound 
coming from the washing machine. 
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35. Lee in view of Panther et al. does not teacli tliat tine pulley includes a number of 
spokes connecting the hub to the rim, the spokes are provided with a cover over the 
second facing surface having a substantially flat disc-shaped surface. 

36. Masaki teaches a pulley (Fig. 1, part 10) with spokes (arm. Fig. 2, part 12) 
connecting the hub (boss. Fig. 2, part 1 1) to the rim (Fig. 2, part 13) and that the spokes 
are provided with a cover (pulley cover. Fig. 1, part 15) having a substantially flat disc- 
shaped surface aiding in noise reduction (Derwent Abstract, Purpose section, II. 1-2). 

37. Because both Lee in view of Panther et al. and Masaki teach pulleys serving as 
drive elements, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to substitute one pulley for the other to achieve the predictable result of driving 
the washing machine. 

38. For this claim, the claim language "at least partially glued to at least one of the 
drive element and to the rear wall" has been construed to mean the drive element 
and/or to the rear wall because of the at least one of language. 

39. Regarding claim 16, Lee in view of Panther et al. and Masaki are relied upon as 
above in claim 15. Lee in view of Panther et al. and Masaki teaches that the film 
(defined as a thin covering) is glued (adhesive, col. 3, II. 34-37) to the spoke-like 
reinforcements (see Lee, ribs. Fig. 1, part 22; col. 3, II. 1-3) of the tub (see Lee, col. 3, II. 
34-37; see Panther, col. 2, II. 4-8) 

40. For this claim, the claim language "at least one of the spokes of the drive element 

and the spoke-like reinforcements of the tub" has been construed to mean one of the 
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spokes of the drive element and/or to tine spol^e-lil^e reinforcements of tlie tub because 
of the at least one of language. 

41 . Regarding claim 28, Lee in view of Panther et al. is relied upon as above in claim 
23. Lee teaches a washing machine wherein the pulley includes a hub and a rim. Lee 
does not teach that the pulley includes multiple spokes extending between the pulley 
hub and rim, the washing machine further comprising a second cover mounted on the 
pulley covering the spokes and providing a substantially fiat disc-shaped surface facing 
the rear wall, the cover and second cover being formed from a flexible plastic film 
material. 

42. Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1 , II. 6-1 0) that 
may be a made of a flexible plastic (col. 2, II. 4-8) film (the word film is not defined in the 
specification of the present application and is therefore interpreted as a thin covering). 

43. Because both Lee and Panther et al. teach sound deadening laundry covers, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
substitute one cover for the other to achieve the predictable result of deadening sound 
coming from the washing machine. 

44. Masaki teaches a pulley (Fig. 1, part 10) with multiple spokes (arm, Fig. 2, part 
12) connecting the hub (boss. Fig. 2, part 1 1) to the rim (Fig. 2, part 13) and that the 
spokes are provided with a cover (pulley cover. Fig. 1, part 15) having a substantially 
flat disc-shaped surface aiding in noise reduction (Derwent Abstract, Purpose section, II. 
1-2). 
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45. Because both Lee in view of Pantlier et al. and Masal^i teach pulleys serving as 
drive elements, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to substitute one pulley for the other to achieve the predictable result of driving 
the washing machine. 

46. Claims 1 9, 21 , and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,263,343 to Lee in view of Japanese Patent 
Application Publication No. JP07035220A to Masaki in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,807,700 to Panther et al. 

47. Regarding claim 19, Lee in view of Masaki is relied upon as above in claim 17. 
Lee teaches a cover (insulating panel component. Fig. 1, part 23; col. 3, II. 34-37) for 
sound deadening (col. 2, II. 23-30). Lee in view of Masaki teaches a cover (pulley 
cover. Fig. 1, part 15) mounted on the pulley covering the spokes and providing a 
substantially flat disc-shaped surface aiding in noise reduction (Derwent Abstract, 
Purpose section, II. 1-2). Lee in view of Masaki does not teach that the cover includes a 
flexible plastic film material. 

48. Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1, II. 6-10) that 
may be dimensioned to the laundry tub in which it fits (col. 3, II. 66-67; col. 4, II. 1 ) and 
the cover may be a flexible plastic (col. 2, II. 4-8) film (the word film is not defined in the 
specification of the present application and is therefore interpreted as a thin covering). 

49. Because both Lee in view of Masaki and Panther et al. teach sound deadening 
covers for pulleys and laundry use, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time of the invention to substitute one pulley cover for the other to achieve 
the predictable result of deadening sound coming from the washing machine. 

50. Regarding claim 21 , Lee in view of Masaki is relied upon as above in claim 1 7. 
Lee teaches that the sound deadening cover may be mounted by the use of an 
adhesive (adhesive, col. 3, II. 34-37). Lee in view of Masaki does not teach that a 
mechanical fastener may be used to mount the cover. 

51 . Panther et al. teaches that a washing machine may have a (col. 1 , II. 6-10) sound 
deadening laundry cover (blanket, col. 1, II. 6-10) with mechanical fasteners (col. 4, II. 
44-49) in order to attach the cover to the washing machine and prevent sagging of the 
cover (col. 4, II. 50-57). 

52. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the cover of Lee in view of Masaki with the mechanical 
fasteners of Panther et al. in order to attach the cover to the washing machine and 
prevent sagging of the cover. 

53. Regarding claim 22, Lee in view of Masaki is relied upon as above in claim 17. 
Lee teaches that the rear wall (cylindrical plate. Fig. 1, part 21; col. 3, II. 1-3) of the tub 
(water container body, Fig. 1 , part 2; col. 2, II. 58-61) includes multiple spoke-like 
reinforcements (ribs. Fig. 1 , part 22; col. 3, II. 1-6) extending radially outwardly from the 
hub and cavities (see Fig. 1 , adjacent to part 22) formed between the spoke-like 
reinforcements, the washing machine comprising a second cover (insulating panel 
component, Fig. 1 , part 23; col. 3, II. 34-37) mounted on the tub. Lee in view of Masaki 
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does not teach that the cover for the tub covers the spoke-like reinforcements of the 
rear wall and providing a substantially flat disc-shaped surface facing the pulley. 

54. Panther et al. teaches an acoustical laundry cover (blanket, col. 1, II. 6-10) that 
may be dimensioned to the laundry tub (providing a substantially flat disc-shaped cover 
and covering the spoke-like reinforcements) in which it fits (col. 3, II. 66-67; col. 4, II. 1) 
in order to reduce sound (col. 1, II. 6-10). 

55. Because both Lee in view of Masaki and Panther et al. teach acoustical laundry 
covers, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
substitute one cover for the other to achieve the predictable result of deadening sound 
coming from the washing machine. 



Conclusion 

56. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BENJAMIN OSTERHOUT whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7379. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 9:00am- 
4:00pm. 

57. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mike Lavilla can be reached on (571)272-1539. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

58. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/BLO/ 

Benjamin L. Osterhout 

13 January 2009 

/Michael La Villa/ 
Michael La Villa 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4132 
20 January 2009 



